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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

2. Claims 37, 45, 70, 76, are rejected under 35 U.S.C 102(b) as being anticipated 
by McDougall et al. (US PAT: 5,999,966, hereinafter McDougall). 

Regarding claim 37, McDougall discloses a method of encoding audio visual 
signals characterized by the steps of: receiving a videoconference transmission from a 
computer network (18, fig. 1, col. 6 lines 9-15), the videoconference transmission 
including at least one of visual signal and at least one of protocol signal (reads on 
control signals), reading one or more protocol signals, and applying a selected coding 
process to received audio visual signal , the encoding process being selected 
depending on the contents of at least one protocol signal read (figs. 1-2, col. 2 lines 35- 
46; col. 3 lines 16-30; col. 8 lines 16-63; claims 22-23). 

Regarding claims 45, 70, 76, McDougall further teaches the following: protocol 
signal (reads on control signal) provides information regarding any combination of 
following parameters associated with an audio visual signal of a video conference 
transmission such audio codec employed, video codec employed, the video information 
frame rate and /or resolution etc (claims 22-23), a processor (40, fig. 2) arranged for 
performing method of claim 37, a storage medium in (40, fig. 2) containing therein a 
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program, when executed by a computer, causes the computer to perform a method of 
claim 37 (figs. 1-2, col. 2 lines 35-46; col. 8 lines 16-63; claims 22-23). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 38-44 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
McDougall in view of Beavers et. al. (US 2004/0003040A1 , Provisional application No. 
60/392898, filed on July 1 , 2002, hereinafter Beavers). 

McDougall differs from claims 38-40, 42 in that he does not teach the following: 
producing encoded output signal for a software player application, encoded output is 
adapted to be played to users not directly participating in the videoconference, adapted 
to provide an encoded output file or files, encoded output is adapted to be played using 
a computer system. 

However, Beavers discloses interactive computer network based video 
conferencing system and process which teaches the following: producing encoded 
output signal for a software player application, encoded output is adapted to be played 
to users not directly participating in the videoconference, adapted to provide an 
encoded output file or files, encoded output is adapted to be played using a computer 
system (paragraphs: 0009, 0017-0018; paragraph: 0077). 
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Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
invention was made to modify McDougall's system to provide for the following: 
producing encoded output signal for a software player application, encoded output is 
adapted to be played to users not directly participating in the videoconference, adapted 
to provide an encoded output file or files, encoded output is adapted to be played using 
a computer system as this arrangement would facilitate to audio and video of 
conference using a computer using its software as taught by Beavers. 

Regarding claims 41 , 43-44, McDougall teaches the following: adapted to provide 
an encoded output transmission, encoded output is distributed over a computer network 
(18, fig. 1), apparatus used to provide the encoded output forms a videoconference end 
point (for example 12, fig. 1 , col. 5, line 64-col. 6, line 29). 

5. Claim 46 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over McDougall 
in view of Furlan et al. (US PAT: 6,741,250, filed 10-17-2001) hereinafter Furlan. 

McDougall differs from claim 46 in that he does not teach content of the read 
protocol signal is used to detect the time position of at least one key frame within audio 
visual signal of the videoconference transmission. 

However, Furlan discloses method and system for generation of multiple 
viewpoints which teaches the following: detect the time position of at least one key 
frame within visual signal (col. 14 lines 59-65). 

Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
invention was made to modify McDougall's system to provide for the following: content 
of the read protocol signal is used to detect the time position of at least one key frame 
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within audio visual signal of the videoconference transmission as this arrangement 
would facilitate to determine view position for displaying video as taught by Furlan. 
6. Claim 69 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
McDougall in view of Caugherty (US PAT: 6,597,702, filed 5-6-1999). 

Regarding claim 69, McDougall discloses method of encoding audio visual media 
signals characterized by the steps of: receiving a videoconference transmission from a 
computer network (18, col. 5, line 64 - col. 6, line 16), the video conference 
transmission including at least audio signal and at least one video signal (col. 7 lines 10- 
20), reading one or more protocol signals (reads on control signals) to determine the 
encoding characteristic of the received video conference transmission (figs. 1-2, col. 2 
lines 35-46; col. 3 lines 16-30; col. 8 lines 16-63; claims 22-23). 

McDougall differs from claim 69 in that he does not specifically teach receiving 
encoding preference from at least one user. 

However, Caugherty discloses fast contact option for enforcing symmetric codec 
capabilities which teaches the following: receiving encoding preference from at least 
one user (col. 3, line 65-col. 4, line 15). 

Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
invention was made to modify McDougall's system to provide for the following: receiving 
encoding preference from at least one user as this arrangement would facilitate to 
improve resource utilization, and reduces overhead as taught by Caugherty (see 
abstract). 
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Regarding claims 75 and 81 , the combination teaches the following: a processor 
(40, fig. 2 of '966 and fig. 4 of /702) arranged for performing method of claim 69, storage 
medium in (40, fig. 2 of '966 and figs. 4-5 of 702) containing therein, when used by a 
computer, causes the computer to perform the method of claim 69. 

7. Claims 47-60, 61-62, are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base 
claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

8. Claims 63-68, 71 -74, 77-80 are allowed. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Melur Ramakrishnaiah whose telephone number is 
(571)272-8098. The examiner can normally be reached on 9 Hr schedule. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Curt Kuntz can be reached on (571 ) 272-7499. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



/Melur Ramakrishnaiah/ 
Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2614 



